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FCC Public Comments 

FILEDIMCEPTED 

445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

A s  a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.3204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Gregg Schoen 
800 W Cornelia Ave Apt 201 
Chicago, IL 60657-1946 
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Docket #97-80 

informaiion@&.org wrote on 7/1/2007 5:36:56 PM : 

Jul 1,2007 

Chairman Kevin Martin 

Dear Chairman Martin, 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(I) by NCTA. Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996. cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cablecompatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by cornpetition 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(I) 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Eitan Adier 
306 (hidden) St. 
(hidden), NY (hidden) 

FILEDIMCEPTED 

JuL 2 5 2007 



Docket #97-80 

7/10/2007 11:06:14 AM - Emaii Acknowledgement sent to information@eff.org. 

information@eff.org wrote on 7/9/2007 4:26:49 PM : 

Jul9, 2007 

Commissioner Deborah Taylor Tate 

Dear Commissioner Taylor Tate, 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, i urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1) by NCTA. Charier, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-tap boxes, remains good policy today 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes. thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers The integration ban will ais0 help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content. regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cablecompatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(l) 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Gregg Schoen 
800 W Cornelia Ave Apt 201 
Chicago, IL 60657-1946 



Docket #97-80 

7/8/2007 7:07:05 PM - Email Acknowledgement sent to kwiniec@ieee.org. 

kwiniec@iees.org wrote on 7/8/2007 706:39 PM : 

Dear FCC, 

I am a U.S. citizen. cao e 1e.ev.s on consumer, and e ectr cal eng neer n the aerospace ,noustry with no affd at on 
to the caoie N or consumer electron cs inaustries and . wish to s"0m.t a comment on tne issue of cable TV 
software (DCAS) vs hardware (CaO eCARD) sec,r.ty If inere s a o fferent aooress to which I sno- d send tn s 
@ease et me know. 

recently read aoo-1 the FCC forc ng cao e companies to recal.. aestroy, ana replace came telev s on termina 
eq.. prnent not wntain.ng Cao eCARDs w In equipment contain ng CaoleCARDs 

http lwwwceomagazine comlan cle.aspx?io=l47007&terrns=ocas 

From my wnsumer perspective this act on appears to have no wnsumer benefit ana cons aeraole wns.mei 
oetr rnent. By making the eq, pment requirea to retain ex st ng consdrner capao ity more expensive t appears to 
reo sir bute wea in from wnsumers to tne cons-mer e ectron cs industry wtthoJt prov ding any offsetting benef I to 
the wnsumer By adding wnsiaerable haroware whicn was previo-s y unnecessary ana whicn wo,..o sti oe 
unnecessary for DCAS 1 a so appears to make consumer e ectrontcs more wmp ex ana unrel able nrithout 
Prov ding any 0ffsett;ng benefit to the consumer. F na ly from an eng neering slanopa nt, software (DCAS) s a 
mooern c-rrent-generat on technology so ut on wn le naronrare (Cao eCARD) s an obsolete ast-generat on 
tecnno ogy so ut on. So the CaDleCARD manoate appears to be ant -cons.mer ana pro-spec a -interest. and so I 
a0 not "nderstand wny my government s suppon ng 1. 

I c-rrently SwDSCr De Io analog cable and .se mul1ip.e analog caD.e-reaay VCRs Deca,se In 5 s tne owest-cost 
system Nn'ch can a,tonomously t me-sn ft multiple simultaneous programs on different channels. The cost lor tnis 
system s approximately $75 one1 me per tuner (VCR) and $50 per montn recurrent for content (ana og cable N 
servce), and 1 nas not req, red major equipment rep.acement n 14 years I am aware of the congress onal y-  
mandate0 FeDruary 2009 DTV oeao ine ano I nao aeterm ned Inat tne most cost-effective approacn for me was 10 
wa.t to sw tcn unt I tne last poss o e minde when diy,tal caole-reaoy cons-mer e ectron cs Decame as p en1 f, ana 
cheap as poss$b.e, and tnen replace my analog caoereaoy VCRs w tn dig ta. cable-ready DVRs. I ogica ly 
assumed tne DVRs wo. d emp oy DCAS. &eep ng tne wsts for reta n ng my c-rrent capao I t es in I ne w tn my 
current system. w In only aoout a 113 ncrease for naroware ana 111 e or no ncrease for contenl 

However, oy forc ng cao e companies to &e Cab eCARD, tne FCC makes my one-lime costs cons oerably n gner 
(Cao eCARD s expens ve, raisng me wst  of a I equipment inat Jses .I an0 poss'bly res.. t ng n a sewno 
eq.. pment oosoesence cycle after rnerey a few years) and my ret-rr ng costs consioerably higner (cons-mers 
must s-DS dize botn the aooeo costs to the cao e companies of sw tcn ng lo Cao eCAR0 ana the increasea 
maintenance wsts of tne wnsiderab y more complex an0 m e  iable Cao.eCARD hardware) Wnat benefit 00 I tne 
wnsurner get by nc,rr ng a I tnese higher wsts an0 neaoaches? . don't see one. From botn my cons.mer and 
engineering perspectives, DOth the c-rrent ana oy system an0 the f A r e  DCAS a g'ta system are vastly superior to 
any Cao eCARD system. and forc,ng any ,se 01 CableCARD is lbgica Ano judging oy the current y ow 
consmer adoption of Cao eCARD naroware (0 4% of cable customers n 3 years according to me anic e). tne 
p-o IC woulo seem to agree To me it appears as 'f tne FCC is acting in me nterest of the wns-mer eleclronics 
mastry and against tne interests of tne wns-mer (as we, as tne cao e nd-stry) since me on y pany inat cod o 
wncelvao y benefit from tne shav ng of a year or Wo off the aooptlon of a DCAS stanoaro appears to be tne 
wnsurner e ectron cs inastry And I tnin6 my government sno.. d oe support ng .ts atizens interests over 
ndustry's. Ino-stry s 0-siness - it wi take care of itse f: Amer cans forcea to o ow their money on neeo ess 
proo.ct replacement cycles insteao of sav ng t for retirement or eadation can not. 

Witn tne nlormation I current y have. I conc1,oe inat tne FCC should foc-s only on DCAS, an0 grant a I waivers 
%om ned by ca0.e companies 10 avoid CableCARD wnether pen0 ng ful-re. or retroan ve. . a so conc ude tnat 
CaDeCARD s an enormous waste of consumer money lacmg any consdmer value, ana plan to avo.0 spend.ng 
any of my haro-earned money on Cab eCARD naraware or servces, even if tnat means terminahng cable TV 
sew ce as well as "rge a. my friends an0 fam ly to 00 the same. Tnere may be reasons to to erate CableCARD's 
costs and neaaaches tnat I don t understana. and I so I wo. d ike to -noerstand tnem 01.1 I nave not oeen able 10 
fina any on tne Web f you have or know wnere I can f nd mlormation that rn ght zhange my perception. I nope 
you w'l et me mow. olnenv se I nope me FCC w II wnsider my comments an0 rkconsioer what s in the 
cons-mer hierest. 

Tnam you lor your tme. 



Sincerely, 

Kenneth 6. Winiecki, Jr. 
8314 Spadderdock Way 
Laurel, MD 20724 
301-776-2536 
kwiniec@ieee.org 



Docket #97-80 

7/9/2007 10:52:21 AM - Email Acknowledgement sent to information@eff.org. 

informationaeff .org wrote on 7/7/2007 3:15:04 PM : 

Jul7, 2007 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

Dear Commissioner Adelstein, 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition. innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content. I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCCs integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CabieCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80. the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of N content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cablecompatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restridions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(aXI). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Michael Wang 
2350 Pez Vela PI 
Goid River, CA 95670-6216 


